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EGG  PRODUCTION  EFFICIENCY 

By  Flock  Size,  Indiana,  1950 
%  OF  AV.  FOR  ALL  FLOCKS* 
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EGGS  LAID 
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BIRD 
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PER  100  MAN-  PROD.  PER 

HOURS  lOOMAN-HOURS 


ADAPTED  FROM  'LABOR  AND  POWER  WJEO  FOR  FARM  ENTERPRISES:    INDIANA,   7950",  USDA,  BAE. 
♦  IN  STATEWIDE  SAMPLE. 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


NEG.  49076-XX        BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


Small  laying  flocks  do  not  provide  as  efficient 
use  of  labor  as  do  larger  flocks.  Further,  because 
small  side-line  enterprises  do  not  yield  enough  in- 
come to  merit  the  specialized  attention  to  feeding, 
disease  control,  and  management  which  is  justified 
by  larger  flocks,  they  often  are  inefficient  in  other 


factors  as  well.  For  these  reasons,  many  midwestem 
poultry  advisors  are  recommending  that  fanners  have 
either  only  a  small  flock  of  layers  to  provide  their 
families'  needs  for  eggs  and  chicken,  or  else  to  have 
a  flock  of  at  least  400  to  500  layers  which  can  be 
profitably  managed  on  a  commercial  basis. 
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SmWiARY 


Egg  production,  near  its  season  peak,  is  runhing  b.elow  a  year 
earlier,  roughly  in  proportion  to  the  3  percent  reduction  in  the  number 
of  layers  on  farms  Ilarch  1.  The  reduced  supplies,  continued  good  demand 
for  eggs  for  immediate  consumption,  and  a  small  early-season  accumulation 
of  frozen  egg,  have  held  prices  roughly  10  cents  per  dozen  above  .a  yeiar 
earlier.  After  mid-year,  both  egg  production  and  egg  prices  are  likely 
to  be  much  nearer  to  year-ago  levels. 

With  the  rise  in  egg  prices  and  the  reduction  in  the  price  of 
poultry  ration,  egg-feed  price  ratios  in  Jianuary,  February,  and  IJai-oh  were- 
19,  31,-  and  41  percent  higher  than  in  the  same  months  of  1952.  .  In  past 
hatching  seasons,  such  increases  in  the  egg-feed  prxoe  ratio  have,  been 
followed  by  some  increase  in  the  number  of  chickens  rais:ed  for  lajdng 
flock  replacement.   ■  .   - 

■  Turkey  hatchings  through  March  were  reduced  from  a  year  earlier.  . 
However,  the  sharp  cuts  in  early- season  operations  do  not  necessarily 
indicate  similar  cuts  for  the  year  as  a  whole.  A  Turkey  Industry  Con- 
ference held  in  iTashington  on  March  5  and  6  recommended  a  12  to  15 
percent  out  from  1953  in  the  production  of  heavy  turkeys. 


REVIM  AND  OUTLOOK 


Egg  Prices  to  Hid-gvimmer  to 
Continue  Higher  than  in  1952 

•Egg  prices  through  Karch  this  year  continued  sharply  higher  than 
during  the  same  period  in  1952,  with  the  prospect  that  they  will  continue 
so  through  the  first  half  of  this  year.  In  the  summer  and  fall,  however, 
the  seasonal  price  rise  is  likely  to  be  less  pronounced  than  in  195E, 
and  prices  probably  v/ill  be  much  closer  to  a  year  earlier  than  they  have 
been  so  far. 


Main  reasons  for  the  relatively  high  current  level  of  egg  prices 
are  (a)  the  reduction  in  egg  production  from  last  year,  (b).  the  small 
amount  stored  so  far  relative  to  the  "requirements"  for  frqzen  and  stored 
shell  eggs,  and  (o)  the  continued  high  level  of  demand. 
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Table  1 . -  Eggs :  Monthly  commercial  supply  from  farm  production, 
and  average  prices,  January  1951  to  date  ij 


:  Net  coimner- 

:  U.  S. 

:     Egg 

:   cial 

cold 

:  Government: 

Effective 

.     U.S. 

:  average 

Year 
and 

:     pro- 
:  duction 

: storage  move- 
:ments,   shell 

:    Eggs 
:     for 

:  purchases: 
:  for  si;ir-  : 

supply  in 
comrrercial 

average 
farm 

:  retail 

:  price. 

month 

:       on 
1     farms 

:  and  frozen 
:     equivalent 
:  Out     :     In 

thatching:       plus       :,       channels 

:               :removal  2/ :  ( i^^l^^^^^S  "-^r 
.                      ,     Armed  Forces ) 

•                                             •             - 

price, 

per 
dozen 

:   (BAE) 
:     per 
:  dozen 

:  1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

'  cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

Ce.n  L  i 

Cents 

1951 

Jan. 

1U,083 

381 

672 

13,792 

h2.6 

61.  U 

Feb. 

'  U,369 

108 

1,127  . 

13, 13^^ 

hX,k 

57.8 

Mar. 

17,100 

892 

1,322 

1U,S86 

hZ.l 

_  63.7 

Apr. 

'  16,778 

1,810 

1,129 

13,839 

1^3.2 

62.1 

May 

•  16,336 

2,371 

595 

13,370 

45.2 

6I1.5 

June 

U,056 

1,007 

1^37 

12,612 

hk.j. 

65.5 

July 

12,619 

105 

371 

12,353 

1+6.6 

67.3 

Aug. 

ll,lt22 

938 

320 

12,0l|0 

k9.6 

.  .71.9 

Sept. 

10,953 

1,2U 

31^6 

11,821 

55.0 

75.9 

Oct.        : 

11,778 

1,232 

3U8 

12,662 

55.6. 

78.8 

Nov. 

12,069 

1,015 

363 

12,721 

56.5 

78.0 

Dec. 

13,31i+ 

760 

508 

13,566 

51.1 

69.6 

1952 

•  • 

Jan. 

15,019 

210 

793 

U,i^36 

U0.5 

58.8 

Feb. 

15,875 

886 

1,219 

13,770 

3U.7 

53.0 

Mar. 

.  17,892 

1,1U8 

1,208 

15,536 

3I+.0 

51.5 

Apr. 

17,200 

1,238 

900 

15,062 

35.2 

53.0 

May 

16,619 

1,797 

I186 

ll^,336 

3^.2 

52.2 

June 

13,978 

791 

35i* 

12,833 

35.7 

51+.0 

July 

12,397 

659 

327 

12,729 

i^3.3 

66.3 

Aug. 

11,5»^2 

996 

333 

12,205 

U8.2 

68.8 

Sept. 

ll,Ull 

93*+ 

360 

125 

11,860 

U8.7 

69.5 

Oct.        ; 

12,228 

lyhlk 

366 

83 

13,253 

50.3 

7^1-. 2 

Nov.        : 

12,528 

1,152 

395 

.  17 

13,263 

51.9 

72.3 

Dec.        ; 

ll;,06U 

810 

530 

1 

1^,3^1 

46.6 

6k.2 

1953           : 

• 

Jan.        : 

15,llU 

U29 

720 

1U,823 

U5.8 

Feb.        ! 

li+,800 

293  1/1,170 

13,337   . 

1+2.0 

Mar. 

44.7 

1/  Corre 

spending 

data  for  prloi 

•  months 

are  given  in 

The  Poultry  and  Err  Situation 

•June  1951,  table  5,  page  12  and  Mar, -Apr,  1952,  table  1,  page  5. 

2/  Surplus  removal  purchases  for  1952  entered  according  to  month  of  scheduled 
delivery. 

2/  Estimated  on  basis  of  eggs  in  incubators  March  1. 
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Egg  Production  Below  Last  Year 

Egg  production  on  farms  for  the  next  few  r;ionths  mil  continue  belov/ 
last  year,  in  line  vdth  the  3  percent  redi-iotion  from  last  year  in  the 
number  of  layers  on  hand  I'arch  la  Alin.ost  until  mid-year,  clianges  from 
last  year  in  the  rate  of  lay  per  bird  are  unlikely  to  be  large  enough  to 
substantially  affect  the  total  egg  output,  and  supplies  will  be  below  the 
1952  level* 

Although  egg  supplies  are  smaller  than  in  1952^  they  are  near  the 
high  point  of  this  year,  and  prices  of  fresh  eggs  for  the  4  or  5  months 
after  June  are  virtually  certain  to  be  higher  than  in  the  months  precedingo 
These  expectations  are  based  on  normal  seasonal  developments  that  have 
occurred  in  every  past  years 


Table; 2o-  Layers  on  farms  March  1  as  a  percentage  of  potential 
layers  on  farms  January  1,  by  regions,  1949-53 


larch  1  layers 

as  a  pel 

■centage  of 

Region 

Januarj/-  1  p( 

Dtential 

layers 

1949 

8 

1950   I 

1951 

;    ^952    : 

1953 

- 

percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

N-i  Atlantic 

s 

i 

88 

86 

88 

87 

88 

Et  N<r  Central 

• 

90 

■  90 

91 

89 

89 

W.  No  Central 

• 

92 

90 

91 

92 

92 

So  Atlantis 

! 

84 

85 

84 

84 

84 

So . Central 

! 

84 

84 

87 

86 

84 

Western 

•  ' 

91 

87 

87 

86 

87 

United  States 

• 

8 

89 

87 

89 

88 

88 

Shell  Eggs  in  St 

Drage 

Fewer  than  Last 

Ye 

ar 

Storage  stocks  of  shell  eggs  this  year  are  likely  to  be  considerably 
below  the  July  1,  1952,  holdings  of  Sc4  million  caseso  This  prospect  is 
based  mainly  on  the  continuing  trend  toward  a  seasonal  leveling-out  of  egg 
production  on  f anas,  and  on  the  current  level  of  egg  prices,  v^hich  in  March, 
at  ■44-.?  cents  (Uo  S*  average  farm  price)  was  more  than  10  cents  per  dozen 
higher  than  a  year  earlier^  T/ith  production  of  fresh  eggs  in  the  fall  likely 
to  be  closer  to  the  level  of  a  year  ago  than  this  spring,  the  seasonal  price 
rise  is  expected  to  be  smaller  this  year  than  lasto  Consequently,  the  oppor- 
tunities for  profit  from  shell  egg  storage  -will  be  narrowed. 

Although  a  smaller  seasonal  egg  price  rise  than  last  year  is  in  pro- 
spect, a  nearly  average  relationship  has  existed  in  the  last  month  or  tv;o 
between  fresh  egg  prices  and  egg  futures  contracts  in  Chicago.  Vv'ith  both 
September  and  October  contracts  holding  near  51  and  50  cents  per  dozen 
respectively  in  late  I/arch,  the  futures  were  on  most  days  from  3  to  5  cents 
above  the  lowest-quoted  packs  of  Extras  in  the  spot  markets.,   The  course  of 
egg  future  prices  for  the  1952  deliveries  is  shown  in  table  !»<, 
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Table  3»~  Shell  and  frozen  eggs  in  refrigez'-ated  storage, 
March  1953*  with  comparisons 


■BB  (IH    MSI  MIII«.-II' 

_,     ._ 

:  Shell 

and  frozen 

Date 

Shell. eggs 

Frozen  eggs 

:     combined 

1/- 

"  1951 

;  1952 

:  1953 

:  1951 

•  1952  ■ 

a.*  »i  «■>■.    _«•  ■  '  1 

1953 

:  1951 

:  1952 

•   1953 

• 

Thous, 

Thous , 

Thous, 

Mil; 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Thous. 

Thous. 

Thous. 

cases 

cases 

cases 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

cases 

cases 

cases 

34 

141 

153 

Total  U.  S.  stocks 

1,263 

1,886 

January  1 

47 

67 

50 

1,456 

February  1 

'   75 

238 

120 

31 

53 

35 

884 

1,616 

1,0.29 

March  1 

.  159 

942 

248 

33 

61 

42 

1,009 

2,515 

1,342 

April  1 

.  309 

1,596 

62 

84 

1,927 

3,78'> 

May  1 

973 

2,.  184 

109 

111 

3,811 

5,072 

June  1 

2,083 

3.184 

163 

146 

6,308 

6,973 

July  1 

.2,427 

3,357 

190 

166 

7,362 

7,680 

August  1 

2,270 

2.728 

191 

163 

7,226 

6,971 

September  1 

:1;615 

2,169 

176 

144 

6,194 

5,918 

October  1 

;  958 

1,709 

151 

124 

4^888 

4.921 

Novenber  1 

:  527 

1,000 

122. 

95 

3,685 

3,476 

December  1 

:  230 

393 

■  95 

72 

2,701 

2,275 

'.     135 

1,019 

Stocks  in  35 

principal 

cities 
32. 

796 

2,161 

March  21 

176 

25 

44 

999 

March  28 

:  175 

1,107 

201 

30 

48 

3^.- 

948 

2,352 

1,079 

April  4 

:  249 

1,189 

222 

36 

51 

38 

1,190 

2,518 

1,201 

April  11 

!  337 

1,243 

41 

56 

1,413 

2,694 

i/  Frozen  egg  converted  at  38^5  pounds , equivalent  to  1  case. 

2/  Given  dates  are  for  1953.  for  other  years,  corresponding  Saturdajra, 


Production  of  Liquid  and 

Production  and  storage  of  liquid,  frozen, and  dried  egg  ars  influenced 
by  somewhat  different  factore  than  those  affecting  storage  of  shell  eggs. 
Net  costs  of  storage  for  frozen  egg  are  considerably  lower  than  for  shell 
eggs.  This  is  partly  because  normal3.y  there  la  no  grade  lose  In  the 
holding  of  frozen  egg  as  there  is  for  shell-  In  the  winter,  spring-packed 
frozen  egg  may  even  command  a  premium  over  the  currently-produced  commod- 
ity. As  a  result,  storage  costs  for  frozen  egg  are  offset  by  a  much 
smaller  seasonal  price  rise  than  that  which  is  necessary  to  justify  the 
storage  of  shell  eggs. 
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Ordinarily,  production  of  the  processed  egg  products  dui'ing  each 
spring's  flush  season  is  large  enough  so  that  the  price  during  the  out-of- 
storago   season  is  usually  related  to  spring-tijre  production  cost  plus  accu- 
mulated  storage  charges*     Thus  frozen  egg  prices  during  the  late   sviinmer  and 
fall   do  not  reflect  current  production  costs  to  any  great  extents      The  price 
for  stored  shell  eggs,   on  the  other  hand,  usually  is  based  on  the   current 
price  for  frosh  eggs  minus  a  discount  to  offset  the  real  or  presumed  quality 
changes  that  occurred  during  storageo 

The  above   situation  applies  to  frozen  egg  prices  v;hen  -supplies  are 
liberal',   as  is  usually  the   case.     But  when  supplies  are   so   short  as  to  drive 
prices  above  accustomed  levels,  it   is  more   difficult  to  foresee  the  extent 
to  which  the  price  might  rise» 

The  processed  eggs  which  are  used  in  pastries,  noodles,    salad  dress- 
ings,  and  the  dry  cake  mixes  which  have  recently  become  popular,   are  among 
the  most  expensive  ingredients  in  those  end-products*     Manufacturers  have 
probablj)-  explored  roost  of  the  opportunities  for  economlos  in  the  use  of  eggs 
in  those  products,   and  they  can  reduoe  the  amount  of  eggs  used  only  by  re- 
ducing the  quantity  or  quality  of  tho  outputr     Eovirever^   eggs  make  up  only  a 
relatively  small  proportion  of  the  total   retail  cost  of  these  end-produota. 
A  rise  in  egg  prices,  therefore,  has  relatively  little  effect  on  the  retail 
prices  and  thus  on  the  quantity  taken  by  consTuaers.     For  these  reasons,  the 
quantity  of  egg  products  demanded  may  not  decline  in  proportion  to   a  rise  in 
price. 

Table  4.-  Egg  futures  contract Sj   Chicago  I.ercantile  ■Sxchenge-  jvionthl;/' highs, 
cents  per  dozen,   1952^    and  1953  contracts  to   date 


Highest  daily 

ci 
0 

osmg   : 
during : 

■ 

Contract 

price   (per  dozei 

Sept.    : 

Oct,    : 

IJov.    : 

Dec 3    ;    Jan.    ; 

Sept. ; 

Octi. 

the  month  ( 

5f: 

1952      , 

1952    : 

1952    . 

1952    !    1S53    ; 

1953    : 

1953 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cenbs     Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1951 

— 

October 

45.25 

Novem.ber 

46,70 

46,50 

December 

46.25 

45.25 

1952 

January 

45.95 

45o90 

_ 

February 

43.90 

44.15 

March 

43.90 

44,00 

April 

43.65 

43,80 

43.85 

" 

May 

43,50 

43.95 

44.10 

June 

45.45 

46.25 

46t85 

July 

50,05 

50,40 

50.65 

49.00 

August 

49.45 

50,30 

50  c  70 

49.00 

September 

45„95 

47.00 

47.85 

46.00 

October 

43.90 

44.35 

44.20     39.75 

45.05 

November 

44,65 

45.05     42,05B 

44.50 

December 

47.55     43.00 

45.75 

45.75 

1953 

January 

46.20 

47,55 

47.60 

February 

49.65 

49.65 

March 

£2.75 

51,75 
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'.:■■'  .-:..";•;■.  .'Art.. -ijidivi dual  sxipplier-  of  pi'ocessed  egg.,,  of  course,  may  find  his 
■  .■sale-s  fluctuating  considerably  with  changs,s  in  priceso  For  the  prodi.icts 
■■■of  the  egg-break-lng  industry  as  a  v;holej  hcvjevei"*  the  quantity  of  pro- 
cessed egg  products  sold,  is  not  likely  to  be  s-harply  .reduced  if  prices 
inc-rease  from  accustcmed  levelsc  -  -   ,   ■., 

Unless  production  (breaking)  is  up  sharply  from  rates  earlier  in 
the  season^  and  continues  at  an  accelerated'  rate  until  mid- year,  the 
season  peak  storage  stocks  vdll  be  lower  than  in  1952.  VJith  users  un- 
like! jr  to  reduce 'their  takings  prGportionately^  stocks  will  be  inadequate 
aiid  considerable  out-of- season  egg  breaking  is  likelyo  In  that  case, 
the  cost  of  replacerient  from  out-of- season  production  will  be  a  strong 
influence  on  prices  for  frozen  egg^  This 'indioiates  that  prices  in  the 
next  6  or  8  months  may  rise  by  considerably  more  than  accimulated  storage 
charges,  if  springtime  aecimulations  of  frozen  (and  dried)  egg  in  storage 
"do  not  at  least  equal  those  of  A   year  ago 9 


Table  5,-  January  1  stocks  of  frozen  egg,  ajid  liquid  egg 
production,  1951  to  date' 


Item 


1951 


Mil.  lb. 


1952 


Mil.  Ibp 


1953 
Mil.  lb, 


■January!  stocks  of- frozen 

:V."e:gg  v:  .  V     .    - 

f^roduction  of  liquid  egg 
"  January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

J\me 

July 

August- December  total 

Annual  total 


I 

« 


47 

23 

35 

77 

84 

87 

50 

23' 

31 


409 


67 

23 
48 

63 
64 
71 
48 
22 
43 

382 


50 


21 
45 


?>  VinftV^ipMliOii 
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Eoonomlo  Factors  Suggest  Change  from 
January  Intentions  for  Fewer  Chickens 

The  hatchery  report  released  March  16  did  not  indicate  a  sub- 
stantieil  depeirture  from  fairmers'  February  intentions  to  raise  4  percent 
fewer  chickens  than  in  1952  for  laying  flock  replacement.  However,  if 
the  February  intentions  are  carried  through  this  would  be  the  first 
time  since  1925,  when  records  first  became  available,  that  an  increase 
in  the  egg- feed  price  ratio  failed  to  induce  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  chickens  raised. 

Egg- feed  price  ratios  in  January,  February,  and  March  were  19, 
31,  and  41  percent  respectively  above  a  year  earlier.  The  ratios  in 
the  remaining  months  of  the  hatching  season  are  likely  to  show  simileu* 
gains  over  a  year  earlier.  As  a  result,  farmers  are  likely  to  reconsider 
their  plans  to  reduce  chick  numbers.  The  usual  close  relationship  be- 
tween the  weighted  springtime  egg-feed  price  ratio  and  the  number  of 
chickens  raised  is  illustrated  below. 


EGG-FEED  PRICE  RATIO  AND 
CHICKENS  RAISED 


%  OF  PRECEDING  YEAR 


120 


100 


1930 


1940 


1950 


*  WCIGHTED   7-MONTH  AVERAGE 

°  BASED   ON   INDICATIONS    THROUGH    MARCH 


U.  S.  DEPARTM ENT    OF    AGRICULTURE 


N EG. 46894A-XX       BUREAU    OF    AGRICULTURAL    ECONOMICS 
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Tatle  6 .  ■ 


-  10  - 

Egg-feed  price  ratio,   chickens  raised,  and  pullets  on 
fanns,  Jamiary  1,  United  States,  1925  to  date 


[     Egg -feed 
1  price  ratio 

Chickens 

Pullets 
,  on  faxmB 

Percentage  of  •Drecedin«  year 

Year 

'Intentions, 

Egg- feed 

'Chickens : 

Pullets 
on  farms 

1  (weighted 
\       average* )  , 

raised 

[   January  1 
[  following 

to  raise 
chickens  , 

price 
ratio* 

raised  : 

Jemuary  1 
following 

:    Pounds 

Millions 

Millions 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

1925 

:    12.9 

679 

102 

103 

1926 

:    13.5 

718 

105 

106 

192? 

:    13.1^ 

750 

99 

101^ 

1928 

:     12.2 

700 

91 

93 

1929 

13.1 

751 

107 

107 

1930 

13.8 

777 

2kk 

105 

lOU 

1931 

10.6 

709 

230 

77 

91 

9h 

1932  . 

11.6 

736 

237 

109 

lOU 

103 

1933 

:    IU.3 

750 

238 

123 

102 

100 

193»» 

10.9 

6kk 

212 

76 

86 

89 

1935 

11. Iv 

658 

226 

105 

102 

107 

1936  • 

13.1 

715 

21^9 

115 

109 

110 

1937  . 

9.U 

601 

215 

72 

8U 

86 

1938  . 

11.  u 

651 

2U2 

121 

108 

113 

1939  : 

12.6 

697 

25U 

111 

107 

105 

I9U0  < 

10.  U 

631^ 

2i^0 

96 

83 

91 

9k 

I9U1  : 

11.5 

71*5 

278 

109 

111 

118 

116 

I9U2  ! 

13.2 

81^1^ 

319 

112 

115 

113 

115 

I9U3  : 

IU.7 

1,001 

350 

116 

111 

119 

no 

19ltl*  : 

11.2 

832 

301 

83 

76 

83 

86 

19»^5  : 

12.8 

1/890 

322 

96 

Ilk 

107 

107 

19U6  : 

11.9 

1/738 

281 

86 

93 

83 

87 

191^7  : 

11.3 

1/719 

278 

9U 

95 

97 

99 

19^*8  : 

9.8 

I/615 

258 

80 

87 

86 

93 

191^9  : 

12.7 

1/705 

287 

107 

130 

115 

m 

1950  i 

9.6 

1/635 

26U 

88 

76 

90 

92 

1951  : 

11.  u 

1/663 

276 

96 

119 

lOU 

105 

1952  : 

9.0(9.3)  2/617 

255 

90 

79 

93 

92 

1953  : 

y(ii.2) 

96 

1/  Revised . 

2/  Preliminary. 

^  For  1953,  November  through  March;  comparable  1952  in  parentheses. 


*  Wel^ta  are  as  follows:  Preceding  Novemher,  1;  preceding  Decemher,  2; 
January,  3;  Fehruary,  k;   March,  5;  April,  3;  May,  1. 
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Past  experience  has  "been  that  the  y^ercenta^e  change  from  one  year 
to  the  next  in  chickens  raised  has  averaged  about  half  the  percentage  change 
in  the  '"rei-hted  egg-feed  -nrice  ratio.   Tliis  year  the  change  in  the  r-^tio 
is  so  extreme  that  a  fully  corresponding  chaui;,e  in  the  numher  of  chickens 
raised  is  unlikely,  Hovrever,  if  the  increase  \;ere  to  he  only  one-third  or 
half  of  that  ordinarily  expected  to  follow  egti-feed  ratios  as  favorable  as 
those  of  recent  months,  the  resulting  number  of  pullets  available  for  egg 
production  in  the  spring  of  195^  v/ould  -nroduce  considerably  j.iore  e^gs  than 
v/ere  available  this  spring. 

Since  other  factors be^yStes  supply  influence  egg  -orices,  it  is  too 
earlv  to  ei^timatR  whs.t  egg  prices  ral^ht  be  a  year  from  nov;.  However, 
s-oringtime  prices  have  in  the  xiast  been  sensitive  to  small  changes  in  supply, 
on  account  of  the  delicate  balance  usually  existing,  at  that  season  v/hen 
consumer  channels  are  liberally  supplied,  and  the  storage  demand  responds 
to  small  TDrice  changes. 

The  report  of  hatchery  production  for  February  showed  a  9  percent 
decline  in  output  from  February  1952.   About  a  third  of  this  decline  is 
accounted  for  by  the  shorter  month  this  year  than  in  1952,  a  le?^p  year. 
The  remaining  5  or  6  percent  of  this  difference  between  1952  and  1953  chick 
production  may  not  have  extended  to  chick  sales,  since  in  February  1952 
there  were  reported  to  have  been  many  unsold  chicks  which  hatcherymen  had 
to  destroy,  demand  in  February  1953  was  reported  to  be  good. 

The  next  indication  of  the  trend  in  niimbers  of  replacement  chicks 
will  be  the  estimate  of  chicks  and  young  chickens  on  farms  April  1,  in  the 
April  10  renort  of  Crop  Production.   Table  7  and  the  accompanying  chart 
show  the  extent  to  v/hich  this  report,  and  others  later  in  the  season, 
indicate  of  the  number  of  laying  pullets  finally  to  be  housed  from  the 
year' s  hatch. 

Table  6a.-  Turkeys:  First-of-month  holdings  in  refrigerated 
v/arehouses,  total  U,  S, ,  19^5  to  date 


Year  : 

Jan. : 

Feb.: 

Har. : 

< 

Apr, : 

May  : 

June: 

July; 

.lug. : 

Sept, i 

Oct.: 

Nov. : 

Dec. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

liil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

.  lbs, 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

19^5 

73 

7^ 

63 

46 

33 

29 

27 

21 

18 

27 

43 

78 

19^6 

:  108 

135 

135 

124 

107 

97 

79 

63 

55 

45 

84 

117 

194? 

:  128 

140 

126 

109 

95 

86 

72 

59 

45 

39 

65 

86 

19^^ 

83 

83 

70 

55 

41 

33 

27 

19 

13 

15 

34 

47 

1949 

51 

55 

51 

44 

36 

33 

29 

21 

21 

35 

76 

107 

1950 

127 

138 

129 

113 

93 

77 

64 

47 

37 

43 

77 

108 

1951 

.  110 

117 

101 

80 

60 

48 

39 

30 

25 

42 

83 

109 

1952 

.  107 

116 

107 

93 

72 

63 

56 

46 

44 

71 

142 

158 

1953 

li+7 

143 

117 

12   - 


young  chickens  on  farms 

in  the  spring,  and  numbers  of 

IpuLlets  for  laying  purposes 

at  end  of  year,  1932-52 

Percentages  oi  Preceding  Year 
ON  FARMS  DEC.  31  C  %  OF  PREC.YR. ) 


120 


100 


80 


60 
140 


120 


TOO 

80 


60 


'42 


'41 
.     '38 

•  -  '  '49 

3 


I  •         •      - 

-.  47  I  1932 

-      48  ^  -52 

'3^         '56'     •*         •        '37 


-     '48- 


'44 


'46 


APR.  1 


'41 


'38 


'45  '39 


'35 


•■■    •- 


•  •. 


i; 


'•  •. 


'48 

I 

'50 

I 

'37  ' 


'40  — 


—  '51 
1932 


.'42 
---'49 
-'43 
'36   • 


'33 


•'34 
<46 


'44 


JUNE  1 


•  '40. 
'48  ' 


1932..\'51     -,.     •      • 

.•I    .',    A^.  35 


'47, 


'    /       .'•\t-^-'46 
'34    '50  ;     "    ~-, 
:  -  '52  -  '44  - 


'37 


MAY  1 


60        80       100      120        60        80       TOO      120      140 
ON  FARMS  rN  SPRING   (%  OF  PREC.  YR  J 
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Downvard  Ad.lugtment  Deglrable 

for  Size  of  1953  Turkey  'Crdp  '  ■  ■  ■   -. 

Price  trends  since  the  nev  year  have  "been  different  for  small  turkeys 
and  large  ones.  Beltsville  Small  Whites,  typical  of  the  small. turkeys,  have 
sold  at  prices  well  atove  the  1952  average.  In  the  East,  the  price  outlook 
for  producers  of  small  turkeys  for  the  next  few  months  is  good,  since  egg 
settings  and  hatchings  have  been  sharply  reduced -in  the  Shenandoah  Val3.ey, 
a  principal  producing  area.  Growers'  January  intentions  were  to  grow  23  per- 
cent fewer  birds  of  this  type  in  19$3  than  in  1952.  '  •        . 

Current  prices  for  toms  of  the  heavy  ^breeds  are  slightly  below  the 
levels  of  early  January.  Until  after  mid -year,  major  supplies  of  these  birds 
will  come  from  storage  stocks,  rather  than  from  current  slaughter  as  is  the 
case  for  small  birds.  Although  smaller  than  k   months  ago,  these  stocks  are 
quite  large.  Growers'  January  intentions  were  to  cut  the  1953  output  of 
this  class  of  turkey  by  only  3  percent.  The  reduction  would  be  only  half 
as  large,  ag  the  quantity  bought  by  the  Department  of  Agricultijire  from  the 
1952  crop ' for  surplus  removal . 


Table  7.-  Springtime  numbers  of  young  chickens  on  farms  and  numbers 
of  pullets  for  laying  purposes  at  end  of  year,  1931  to  date 


Chicks  and  young  chickens  on  farms 


Kimbers,   first  of  month 


As  a  percentage  of 
preced ing  year 


.Pullets  on  farms 
.  December  31 


April .'  May  *  June  .'  July  *  April '  May  '.  June 


Mil. 

lUO 
lk9 
122 

99 
lll^ 
110 
126 
158 
167 

126 
155 
185 
227 
231 
206 
218 
206 

155 
203 

216 
201 
219 


Mil. 

333 
330 
350 
298 
325 
3h^ 
32^ 
36k 

387 

323 

3^h 
U20 
1+72 
kjl 
kbO 
lv6o 
i).29 

353 
it09 

38i^ 
it06 
381+ 


Mil.        Mil.        Pet.     Pet. 


502 
520 
5^2 
1^91 
kbl 
5»^1 
lv65 
509 
531 

kn 
513 

589 
679 
616 
625 
575 
563 
U76 
537 

1^83 
523 
it89 


516 
550 
559 
503 
501^ 
570 
kSk 
513 
53l^ 

^99 

550 
611 
732 

595 
660 

559 
557 
h79 

533 

U70 
508 
U67 


106 
82 
81 

115 

96 

115 

125 

106 

75 
123 
119 
123 
102 

89 

106 
9k 
75 

131 

101 

93 
109 


99 
106 

85 
109 
106 

9h 
112 
106 

83 
110 

119 
112 
100 
96 
100 

93 

82 

116 

9k 

106 

95 


Pet. 


lOU 

lOU 

91 

98 

112 

86 

109 

loU 

90 
108 
115 
115 

91 
101 

■92 

98 

85 

113 

90 

108 

93. 


July 

"pctT 


107 
102 
90 
100 
ii> 

81 
111 
101+ 

93 
lio 

111 

120 

81 

111 

85 

100 

86 
111 

88 

108 

92 


:  Percentage 
Number  :o.f  preced- 
:  ing  year 


113,1;. 
230 

237 

236 

212 
226 
2h9 

215 
2lt2 

25  ^■ 

.•2i'0 
.278 
.319 
■350 
■301 
■322 
281 

278 
258 

287 

26»+ 
276 
255 


Pet. 


103 
100 

89 
107 
110 

■:86 

113 
105 

9h 
116 

115 

110 
86 

107 
87 
99 
93 

111 

92 

105 

92 
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On  December  1,  1952,  holdings  of  frozen  turkey  were  record  large 
(table  6a),  even  after  allovdng  for  the  fact  tHat  they  included  a  con- 
siderable number  of  birds  intended  for  later  delivery  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  Since  that  date  they  have  declined  steadily,  contrary 
to  the  usual  seasonal  increase  which  in  previous  years  had  brought  stocks 
to  the  season  peak  about  February  1.  On  March  1,  1953,  the  total  hold- 
ings were  11?  million  pounds;  during  the  month  they  declined  further.  By 
April  1  turkeys  owned  by  USDA  or  intended  for  delivery  to  USDA  were  no 
longer  a  significant  part  of  the  storage  holdings. 

The  amount  of  the  month-to-month  decline  in  turkey  storage  holdings 
this  spring  is  significant  because  if  large  holdings  remain  when  substan- ■ 
tial  marketings  begin  from  the  1953  cr6p,  they  will  be  a- price-depressing 
influence.  An  Advisory  Coitimittee  which  met  in  V/ashingtoii  on  March  5  and 
6  recomiaended  that  the  1953' production  of  heavy  turkeys  be  reduced  12  to 
15  percent  from  the  record-high  levels  of  1952.  l/  '  ■  '  ■  - 

The  extent  of  the  likely  downward  trend  in  the  1953  production  of 
large  turkeys  is  not  yet  clear.  The  monthly  report  of  hatchery  production 
shows  the  percentage  change  in  operations  from  last  year  for  a  matched 
sample  of  hatcheries.  These  data,  vath  1952  comparisons,  are: 


Year 
and  month  to 
which  report 
applies 


1953 

flarch 

i952 

March 
April 

ife-y 

J\ine 

July 

1951 

Iferch 
April 
■May 
.. '  Jiine 
'July 


Percentage  change  from  a  year  carJder 

Poult  output     ■  ;  Turkey  eggs  in  in-  :  Turkeys 
■In  previous  :  Cumulative  ;  cubetors  at  begin-  :  raised  for 
month    :  for  season  ;  aing ^ of  given  month ;  the  year  : 
Perceiit      Percent  :        Percent    ,    Percent  : 


-34 


58 

-27 

12 

6 

0 


10 
5 
6 
7 

32 


34 
22 
16 
13 


6 

6 

6 

10 


-19 


30 
40 
10 
2 
12 


16 
0 
16 
48 
38 


13 


19 


The  table  indicates  that  earlj'-season  hatchery  output  data  are  an  inade- 
quate basis  for  predicting  full-season  changes  in  turkey  output.  The 
table  is  based  on  reports  which  do  not  segregate  poults  of  the  large  and 
small  breeds. 


17" USDA  press  release  553,  fferch  6,  1953. 
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In  oi'der  to  give  the  turkey  indiistry  a  better  basis  for-  judging  its 
position,  and  to  provide  information  early  enough  for  the  industry  to  make 
appropriate  adjuatments,  the  Bureau  of  Agricultui'-al  ^iccu'joraice  is  making 
a  special  turkey  survey  this  spring.  The  survey,  coveiang  13  States,  vdll 
cfOf  report  (a)  1953  poult  producticin,  cwiulative  through  April,  as  a  peroent- 
age  of  corresi)ondin<5  195?,  (b)  p^ivilt  production  in  the  last  v^eek  of  rXpril 
1953  as  a  percentage  of  corresponding  1952,  and  (c)  eggs  in  incubatorn 
I'iay  1.  Since  the  incubation  period  for  turkeys  is  28  days,  a  May  1  re- 
port on  nuiabers  of  eggs  in  incubators  will  indicate  pri.diiction  through 
late  May. 

The  data  are  to  be  separate  for  light  -breed  turJ^eys  and  heavj'- 
breed  turkeys.  The  13  i':tates,  chosen  as  representative  of  the  heavy- 
producing  ."ections  in  various  regions  of  the  country,  are  Nev  York, 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Ohio,  Michi,6;an,  Minnesotaj  lov/a,  !\febraska, 
Missouri,  Texas >  California;  (Oregon,  and  i'ashington.-, 


Table  8.-  Turkeys:   Prices  per  pound  for  vaious  types, 
January  1953  to  date 


Item 


U.  S.  average  received  by 
fanners  at  inid"month   (live) 

Small  turkeys: 
Shenandoah  Valley,  Va.  and 
¥,  Vao,  at  farm,  live 

San  Joaquin  Valley,  Calif,, 
at  I'anch,  live 

New  York  City, 
Hew   York  dressed  2/ 
Eviscerated  'X/ 

Large  turkeys- toms 
San  Joaquin  Valley,  Calif. , 
at  ranch,  live 

New  York  City, 
New  York  dressed 
under  20  pounds 
26  poundcj  and  up 

Eviscerated 
under  2.0  pounds 
24  pounds  and  up 


42 

33-34 


Jan,  i 

-  c   < 

Cents 


33.6 

42 
34^ 


Feb. 
._2.„ 
Cents 


2.„„,.,l 


„J)ats_l£_._ 
Feb,  :  Mar. 

JA.».L„2-„ 
Cents  Cents 


33^3 


Mar,  ; 

l6 
Cents 


i'.pr. 
Cents 


33.6 


40^  41^-42   42-43   42-43 


53i~54  53-54  52-i"53  53s"54  553"56  54r'55 
63--65  64-65   64-66   64-67   64"67   64-6? 


28i-29;V  28y-30 


51-52 
^4-68 


40i"4li  40>:.-41  40i-4li  40-^"4l4  40-|-41    40:^-41 ' 
43-4':.  44i--45    455-46    45*-/j6  442-452  43^-44^ 


53-56     52-54      52»54      52-54      51-53       50-53 
53-55     53-56     55-56-|     54-56^-      53"55       53-55 


40^-41 ' 
43-44 

50-52 
52-55 


1/  Or  first  available  quotation  thereafter,  2/   Ice  packed.  ^   Eviscerated 
(ready-to  cook).. 
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l^\9  AprU  ?ro:t;era  J^  C?ffip,S^« 

Reported  February  end  March  plaaements  of  broil^ra  in  spealali**^ 
^roaa  voxo  8)iort  of  the  records  set  in  those  months  in  19^2,  and  t]i«  pp»8«iit 
outlook  does  not  suggest  a  repetition  of  the  merlcetlng  glut9  ^Ich  o«cmrr*4 
iaat  May,  Hovever,  recent  settings  of  eggs  in  incutatora  in  broiler  area* 
have  been  rising,  and  early  April  pleceusents  are  likely  to  be  higli'i'  ti»an  i>^ 
195?. 

Broiler  chicks  placed  in  early  April  will  be  ready  for  marketing 
before  moat  byproduct  cockerels  reared  with  pullet  replacements  are  sold. 
But  later  broiler  placeaiantB  will  have  to  sell  in  ccaspetition  wi^  byproduct 
oockerela. 


Tabla  9.-  Broilers  and  fryeraj  f.o.b.  farm  prices,  per  pound,  live,  in 
selected  areas,  selected  dates,  November  14,  1952  to  date 


1     Weight 
J  or  class 

I      1952       : 

• 

1953 

Area 

W.    Ikheo.   15." 

Jan.   15;Feb.   I6; 

Mar.  2  1 

Cents 

Mar.  l6JApr.  1 

I 

Cents 

Cents 

Cqnts 

Cents      pfnta 

D«l«Mar-Va 

1    Under 

I 

:     3  Iba, 

1  33i'35 

27^-28 

28 

27i-28 

27-27i 

26-2^  36^-27 

Bob tod  area 

t    3i-4 

1 

1       lbs. 

E     31-35 

25-28 

25-27 

2U-30 

25-27 

23-21  ^ftfe-86 

Shen^ndoeli  Valley 

1  Broilers 

:and  fryers 

.     33-3^^ 

28 

26-27 

87 

27 

26-27  26^8^ 

North  Georgia 

{     Under 

;  3i  lbs,     1 

30-3li 

264-29 

26-28 

26-27 

27-28 

27  27^-28^ 

Ax^w^aas 

:      All 

:     weighte 

32 

30 

26 

26 

25-26 

27 -ae    27-28 

Td3Cft8 

:  Broilerp 

I 

lor  fryers 

;31r32 

31-32 

26-27 

96 

26-28 

29-30    26-29 

San  Joaquin  YfOley 

«  Fryers 

29-31 

28-29 

31-33 

28-30 

ga-30 

89-31    ap-30 

leva  i/ 

J  2i  Iba.     1 

»  and  up      ' 

30-31 

27-28 

26"- 28 

26 

27 

27-2e          ?8 

U.S.  ayerage  farm 

price  g/ 

:                   \ 

31.3 

29.6 

28.2 

27.9 

7B,n 

~  ~                             « 

t 
1 

Mil. 

Mil. 

m\^ 

Mii. 

Wl. 

m.     Jlil- 

Average  weekly 

•                                                              4 
1                                                              1 

ohi<sk  plac«* 

:                 1 

ments  2/ 

I-        , .  < 

9.e 

.9.6 

10.8 

11.6 

11.7 

i«.0       12.1 

i/  Friday  of  given  vaek. 

2/  At  mid -month. 

2/  9-12  weeks  previous  in  U  apecialiied  aa:e«B. 
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Egg  price  controls  administered  by  the  Office  of  Price  Stabiliza- 
tion were  terminated  on  February  12,  1953.  Since  egg  prices  were  below 
parity  levels  except  during  months  when  egg  prices  were  seasonally  lower 
than  the  base  prices  of  the  freeze  period  (December  19,  1950™ January  25, 
1951),  the  controls  did  not  directly  bear  upon  farmers'  egg  prices. 

Controls  on  dressed  chickens  and  turkeys  were  terminated  on  the 
same  day.  Diiring  the  control  period,  the  price  of  chickens  had  never 
risen  above  93  percent  of  parity.  Turkeys  were  98  percent  of  parity  in 
mid-December  1951;  but  prices  declined  after  Christmas  and  no  dollars- 
and-cents  price  order  was  issued. 

The  price  of  ducks,  for  which  no  parity  equivalent  is  computed^ 
was  controlled  by  a  separate  order,  independent  of  the  General  Ceiling 
Price  Regulation-,  The  duck  order  v/as  #79?  effective  from  November  9> 
1951  to  September  25,  1952, 

Table  10.-  Broilers:  Monthly  averages  of  weelcLy  placements,  specified 
reporting  areas^,  January-March  1953  with  comoarisons 


Averase  of 

weeldjsii 

Raceme 

nts  during  month 

Area      ] 

1212 

• 

™_l2i2-:J=252 

Jan, 

;  Feb, 
Thous . 

'   Mar, 

■  Oct. 

• 

•  Nov. 

• 
• 

*  Dec  •  Jan. 

•            « 

;  Feb. 

•  Mar, 

• 

Thous . 

Thous^ 

Thous . 

Thous^ 

Thous.  Thous. 

Thous, 

Thous . 

E.  Connecticut    : 

270 

452 

360 

255 

328 

309    337 

403 

1/  478 

Del-Mar-Va.      : 

2,881 

3,671 

3,162 

2,551 

2,786 

3p280  3,296 

2,812 

3,072 

Shenandoah  Valley 

751 

956 

1,023 

654 

859 

867    815 

872 

1,013 

N. Car, -Cent -West 

874 

984 

1,023 

626 

814 

845    970 

1,008 

1,070 

Georgia 

2,357 

2,792 

2,813 

2,166 

2,093 

2,101  2,315 

2,554 

2,743 

Arkansas 

1.300 

1.344 

1,283 

818 

..  836 

1,046    998 

1,007 

1,060 

Texas 

:  1,447 

1,611 

1,587 

1,211 

1,372 

1,279  1,238 

1,390 

1,441 

Alabama 

477 

554 

569 

460 

519 

529    513 

586 

698 

Mississippi 

-   621 

741 

642 

593 

658 

632    709 

780 

846 

Florida 

:   213 

229 

224 

212 

226 

237    222 

236 

228 

Indiana 

717 
: 11, 908 

798 

887 

626 

736 

687    719 

769 
12.4172 

862 

Total,  11  areas 

13^773 

10J,72 

11.227 

llj.812  12,132 

/13,511 

Oregon 

i    96 

121 

126 

75 

86 

75    92 

101 

2/110 

VJ,  Connecticut 

:   

— « 

119 

79 

70 

72   124 

96 

— 

Maine 

; 

466 

537 

a4 

511    544 

499 

523 

California 

.      «__ 

— 

— 

— 

— — 

987 

1,188 

1,219 

"1/  Beginning  March  1,  includes  West  Connecticut. 
2/  T\^ro  weeks  oa].y. 
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ATsrage  live  weight,  sales,  farm  eonsui^tlon,  and  Taloa, 
avallatle  data,  1930  to  date 


! 

Average  lire 
per  turkey 

nalelit 
sold 

Total  sold. 

Total  eonsuaed 
on  faxns,  idiere 

:   Total 
:  slaughter. 

Weighted  wTiminl 
aTerage  price 

Value  of: 

:  Sales 

:plus  hoas 

Bsns 

Toms 

:   All 

live  weight 

produced,  lire 

:liTe  weight 

reoelTed  per 

:  con- 

. 

weight 

: 

pound 

:euMBtlon 

I<b.: 

i^ 

£L. 

mi.lh, 

lOLlb^ 

Mll.Jb. 

Ceots 

Mil. del 

,  Mll.dol. 

1930 

13.* 

*6 

51 

1911 

13.6 

*2 

*6 

193s 

13.8 

38 

*1 

1933 

H.o 

36 

38 

193"» 

Ib.l 

' 

*2 

*5 

X935 

H.5 

52 

56 

1936 

■ . 

1*.7 

62 

65 

U.8 

63 

67 

1938 

U..9 

66 

69 

1939 

11.9 

17.9 

1*.9 

71 

7* 

19»iO 

12.1 

18.1 

15.1 

509 

17 

526 

15.* 

T8 

81 

19l»l 

12.7 

19.1 

15.9 

*96 

15 

5U 

19.9 

98 

101 

19te 

13.0 

19.6 

16.3 

527 

13 

5*0 

27.5 

1*5 

1*8 

X9»»S 

12.9 

19.5 

16.2 

*90 

12 

502 

32.6 

165 

16* 

19W* 

13.2 

20. * 

16.8 

585 

10 

595 

.3*.o 

199 

202 

19h>i 

13.5 

21.* 

17.* 

715 

12 

727 

33.7 

2*1 

2*5 

19W 

13.9 

22.2 

18.0 

7*0 

12 

752 

36.3 

269 

273 

19*7 

13.8 

22.5 

18.1 

63* 

12 

6*6 

36.5 

232 

236 

19^ 

1*.0 

22.6 

18.3 

5*9 

U 

561 

*6.8 

257 

263 

19*9 

ll».2 

23.3 

18.8 

7*8 

12 

760 

35.2 

263 

267 

WjO 

• 

l*.l 

23.0 

18.6 

797 

11 

808 

32.8 

262 

266 

19^1 

2/, 

15.6 
li.3 

22.2 

17.9 

9U 

U 

922 

37.* 

3*1 

3*5 

19?2 

2/    = 

23.8 

1/16.7 

1/  Inoludlog  fryers  at  an  aTerage  weight  of  7.5  pounds  which  weight  wets  reported  for  the  first  time  for  1952. 

2/  Bevlssd. 

^  Pre 11B1 nary. 


Tatle  12  . -  Turkeys : 


Runibers  on  farae  January  1,  nunbers  raised,  sold,  conauBed  on  fame  where  produced, 
and  total  slaughter,  avallahle  data  1930  to  date 


Year 


Numbers  on  farms  January  1 


Breeders 


Others 


Balsed 


Sold 


Consumed  on 

farms  lAsre 

produced 


Total 
slaughter  i/ 


1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
193* 

1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 

19*0 
19*1 
19*2 
19*3 
19** 

19*5 
19*6 
19*7 
19*8 
19*9 

1950 

1951  2/ 

1952  J/ 
i??3  3/ 


224. 


roonsandfl 


Thousands 


3,*8l 
3,222 
3,91* 

*.607 
3,86* 
*,003 
3,98* 
*,29* 

*,606 
*,8*l 
3,779 
2,537 
3,1*8 

3,270 
3,301 
3,828 


2,877 

2,ar* 
2,575 

3.962 
3,329 

3,*a2 

2,616 
3,135 

2,597 
3,021 

2,iee 

1,*22 
1,*7* 

1,85* 
1,790 
1,99* 


Wioa  sands 

17,*19 
18,2*9 
22,333 
23,2*1 
21,702 

20,821 
27,981 
25,755 
26,887 
33,587 

3*,0*7 
32,902 
32,805 
32,309 
35,616 

*2,900 
*0,1*2 
33,975 
31,5*1 
*1,266 

*3,792 
52,*76 
60,**6 


Thousands 

15,999 
15,7*6 
19,393 
21,733 
20,615 

18,827 
25,530 
2*,227 
2*,86l 
29,821 

33,778 
31,209 
32,*20 
30,278 
3*,7*9 

*0,999 
*1,030 
3*,938 
30,017 
39,8*1 

*2,9l8 
50,853 
59,996 


Thousands 

1,70* 
1,5*9 
1,665 
1,623 
1,505 

1,*28 
1,*85 
1,*25 
1,291 
1,297 

1,170 
996 
82* 
7*7 
6*7 

691 
699 


676 

6*8 
6** 
715 


Thousands 

17,703 
17,295 
21,058 
23,356 
22,120 

20,255 
27,015 
25,652 
26,152 
31,118 

3*,9*8 
32,205 
33,2** 
31,025 
35,396 

*1,690 
*1,729 
35,613 
30,683 
*0,517 

*3,566 
51,*97 
60,711 


Slaughter  la  the  sum  of  sales  and  consuB^tlon  on  farms  where  produced.  Die  difference  between  raised  and  slaughter- 
ed Is  accounted  for  by  (a)  difference  In  January  1  Inventories,  and  (h)  death  losses. 
2/  Ee-tlsed. 
3/  Preliminary. 
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Table  I3.-  TurtoyB 


Produotlon,  dl»po8ltion,  ani  related,  data,  ty 
States  and  dlTlaions,  1952 


State 
and 

dlvlBlOD 


ItuBbar 

on 
farsa, 
Januai-y 
1,   1952 


Number 
raised 


Salea 


Average  live 
velght  per  bird 


laaaturs: 
and  light:       All 

weight   :   turkeys 
turkeys  3/ 


number 


Weight 


CcsnsuiBed  on 

farms  Wiere 

produced 


Humber 


Weight 


Average 

price, 

per 

pound 


Value  of 


Sales 


Sales 
plus 
home 
con- 

BumptlOD 


Dumber 
on 

December 
31,   1952 


Maine 

Rev  Han^shlre 

Vermont 

Massaohusatts 

Bhode  Island 

Connscticut 

Mew  York 

Hew  Jersey 

FennsylTanla 

Borth  Atlantic 

Ohio  ; 

Illinois 
Michigan 
WlBoonsln 

East  Bertli  Central 

Minnesota 
lova 
Missouri 
Horth  Dakota 
South  Dakota 
Rebraska 

West  North  Central 

Delaware 
Maryland 
Virginia 
West  Virginia 
Horth  Carolina 
South  Carolina 
Georgia 
Florida 

South  Atlantlo 

Kentucky 

Itsnnsssee 

Alabama 

Miasiasippl 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texas 

.South  Central 

Montana 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

Hew  Mexico 

Aritona 

Utah 

Nevada 

Washington 

Oregon 

Callfomit 

Wsetam 


Ihous.   Thous. 


18 
111 
lit 
5U 
5 
31 

122 
60 

231 


IkU 
50 
79 

120 
57 


281 
161 
319 

3^ 

1*9 

Ul 

HO 


15 

72 

319 

66 
57 
103 
51 
27 


66 
25 
35 
31 

U3 

a 

89 
5H9 


U6U 
15lt 
138 
653 
55 
370 
9U3 
38U 
2,180 


5*9   S.SUl 


1,878 
1,795 
999 
1,0S7 
l,3l'9 


U50        7,118 


5,201 
3,1*15 
1,572 
526 
370 
862 
7lt2 


1,025       12,688 


360 

529 

5,762 

1,800 

1,018 

1,252 

620 

IBI 


710      11,522 


211 

308 
131 
550 
122 
690 
3,703 


859       6,127 


Lb. 

7.0 
7.5 
7.5 
8.0 
8.0 
8.0 
9.0 
8.0 
8.0 

7.9 

7.8 
7.5 
6.9 
9.6 
8.0 

7.7 

7.7 
7.5 
6.8 
6.0 

7.5 

6.0 


8.0 
7.0 
7.0 
8.0 
T.k 
7.9 
8.0 
8.1* 


8.0 
7.0 
9.0 
8.5 
7.U 
7.0 
8.0 
8.0 

8.0 


Lb. 

9.9 
17.1 
18.5 
Ik.l 
16.3 
16.  U 
16.9 
15.6 
lU.O 


!Ihoua. 

U65 
150 
136 
61i2 
5U 
367 
911* 
365 
2,lU2 


Dious. 
lb. 

U,60U 
2,565 
2,516 
9,'»37 
880 
6,019 

15,1*1*7 
5,691* 

29,988 


1'*.7        5,235        77,150 


17.6 
16.0 
17.0 
17.7 
18.2 


1,830 

1,782 

979 

1,066 

1,338 


32,208 
28,512 
I6,61i3 
18,868 
2U,352 


17.2         6,995       120,583 


17.8 
19.5 
17.8 
16.6 
17.2 
18.3 
17.0 


5,201 
3,1*02 
1,592 
510 
360 
858 
7*9 


92,578 
66,339 
28,338 
8,1*66 
6,192 
15,701 
12,733 


7.1*         18.2      12,672      230,3'>7 


li».2 
15.1 
10.7 
13.0 
16.6 
16.8 
IU.8 
15.9 


353 

518 

5,831* 

1,778 

999 

1,2U8 

595 

165 


5,013 

7,822 

62,U2U 

23,  UU 

16,583 

20,966 

8,806 

2,621» 


1 
2 
3 
5 
1 
u 

20 

7 

37 

80 

2U 
lU 
17 
11* 
10 

79 

22 
IX 
11 
15 
10 
6 
12 

87 

3 
15 
25 

8 
11* 
12 
20 
11 


17.3 
16.3 
lU.2 
13.2 
15.5 
13.2 
15.8 
17.1* 


l>09 
195 
266 
113 
532 
lOU 
685 
3,511 


7,076 
3,178 
U,06l 
1,U92 
8,21*6 
1,373 
10,823 
61,091 


16.7  .   5,835   97,31*0 


10 
11* 
25 
23 
12 
17 
17 
100 

218 


IhouB. 
lb. 

10 

31* 

56 

71* 

16 

66 

338 

109 

518 

1,221 

It  22 
221t 
289 
2U8 
182 

1,365 

392 
21U 
196 
2U9 
172 
110 
20l| 

1,537 

.  "fS 
226 
268 
lOU 
232 
202 
296 
175 


7.3    12.8   11,1*90   11*7,352   108    1,51*6 


173 
228 
355 
30lt 
186 
2Slt 
269 
1,71*0 

3,1*79 


Cents 

38.7 
ltl.8 
1*2.7 
U3.6 
ltli.7 
ltU.7 
U3.6 
1*5.7 
1*1.7 


31*. 6 
35.0 
36.8 
35.5 
36.5 


31.9 
32.5 
33.0 
32.8 
32.3 
33.9 
31.5 


1*1.3 
U2.2 

33.8 
36.1 
36.U 
36.8 
38.1 
Ul.6 


31*. 8 
32.1 
38.2 
35.1* 
32.3 
ltit.8 
31.0 
30.6 


1I10U8. 
dol. 

1,782 
1,072 
1,071* 
It,  115 
393 
2,690 
6,735 
2,602 
12,505 


U,llilt 
9,979 
6,125 
6,698 
8,888 


29,532 
21,560 
9,352 
2,777 
2,000 
5,323 
It,  oil 


2,070 

3.301 

21,099 

8,31*1* 

6,036 
7,715 

3,355 
1,092 


2,U62 
1,020 
1,551 

528 
2,663 

615 

3,355 

18,691* 


16 

lltO 

8.8 

16.3 

131 

2,135 

12 

196 

3l*.7 

7U1 

30 

183 

7.0 

17.3 

182 

3,11*9 

6 

lOlt 

35.1* 

1,115 

18 

150 

16.7 

litfi 

2,lt72 

7 

117 

33.1* 

826 

60 

723 

6.0 

ir.6 

721 

12,690 

13 

229 

35.9 

1*,556 

12 

68 

7.0 

17.1 

60 

1,026 

8 

137 

35.0 

359 

17 

98 

8.0 

17.8 

91* 

1,673 

8 

llt2 

35.1 

587 

83 

1,971 

8.0 

19.U 

1,995 

38,703 

9 

175 

30.0 

11,611 

3 

27 

— 

20.0 

25 

500 

3 

60 

31.1* 

157 

lUit 

1,223 

7.5 

18.8 

1,191* 

22,ltlt7 

U 

207 

30.5 

6,846 

352 

2,131* 

6.8 

18.6 

2,171 

lt0,381 

11 

205 

29.7 

11,993 

1,1*91* 

10,933 

7.8 

18.7 

ll,0lt8 

206,598 

55 

1,028 

31.0 

61t,0U5 

Thous. 
dol. 

1,786 
1,086 
1,098 
l*,lli7 
llOO 
2,720 
6,882 
6,652 
12,721 


U2.7      32,968        33,1*92 


11,290 

10,057 

6,231 

6,786 

8,951* 


35.5      1*2,831*        1*3,318 


29,657 
21,630 
9,1*17 
2,859 
2,056 
5,360 
1*,075 


32.1*     7^,555       75,o5U 


2,088 
3,396 
21,190 
8,382 
6,120 
7,789 
3,1*68 
1,165 


36.0   53,012   53,598 


2,522 
1,093 
1,687 

636 
2,723 

715 

3,1*38 

19,226 


31.7       30,888        32,OltO 


Thous. 

15 
16 
13 
59 
5 
29 

128 
70 

22ll 

559 

161 
U6 
79 

132 

57 

1*75 

2Uli 

155 

27I* 

31* 

I18 

37 

U5 

907 

18 
65 
207 
79 
60 
90 
51* 
31 

60lt 

56 
26 

30 

21l 
1*7 

21 
72 

615 
891 


809 

13 

I..152 

2lt 

865 

13 

1*,638 

ItS 

lt07 

11 

637 

12 

11,663 

lt« 

176 

2 

6,909 

158 

12,05U 

289 

6U,361* 

1,285 

S  2,229       17,650 


7.6         18.7      17,769      331,771*       11*3 


2,600 


31.0    102,836      103,67U       1,903 


United  States 


5,822       60,ltlt6 


7.5         16.7      59,996  l,00lt,5i*6       715        U,7l*8  33.6    337,093      31*1,176       5,339 


y  Including  Beltaville  Saill  Whites  anl  other  breeds. 
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Table  14.  -  Measures  of  e.zg   production  efficiency  by  flock  size,  Indiana,  1950 


(Data  for  coyer  chart) 


Item 


Flock  size^_  layers 

Under   :         :   200  and 
100    .  100-199  :   over 


(A)  Raw  data  from  source  1/ 


Number  of  flocks  in  sample  :   15 

Average  number  of  layers  per  flock      :    60 
Average  annual  production  per  layer,  eggs  II6 


46 

129 

139 


Man-hours: 
Per  layer 

Per  100  ezss 


2.93 

2.53 
(B)  Convrsrsions  of  data 


2.38 

1.71 


(1)  Productivity  per  100  man-hours 

Number  of  layers  tended 

Number  of  eggs  produced 

(2)  Conversion  of  data  to  percentage  of 

average 

Annual  production,  eggs  per  layer-^ 

Number  of  layers  tended  per 
IGO  man-hours 

Number  of  eggs  produced  per 
100  man-hours 


34.1 
3,953 

82 
75 

62 


42,0 
5,848 

98 
93 
91 


66.2 
10,870 

116 
146 
170 


Average 

in 
sample 


24 

272 

157 

165 

142 

1.51 

2.21 

.92 

1.56 

45 
6,410 

100 
100 
100 


.2   I 


1/  Hecht,  Reuben  W. ,  "Labor  and  Power  Used  for  Farm  Enterprises,  Indiana,  1950", 
F.  M.  100  BAE,  USDA,  December  1952,  p.  30. 


